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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1 -2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gancarcik et al. (7,085,591) in view of Hulvey (2003/0197488). 
Regarding claims 1-2, Gancarcik discloses a communication apparatus 
using Bluetooth wireless communication (See fig. 1) comprising: a Bluetooth 
wireless terminal 14 having a user interface (display and keypad), a first 
Bluetooth module, and a controller for transmitting a wired communication 
request signal (request for wired communication service) which includes a user- 
entered phone number to a wired phone 12 via the first Bluetooth module on an 
established Bluetooth link; and the wired phone 12 having a second Bluetooth 
module, and connecting the Bluetooth wireless terminal 14 with a wired network 
upon receiving the communication request signal from the Bluetooth wireless 
terminal 14, thereby enabling the Bluetooth wireless terminal 14 to communicate 
with the wired network via the wired phone 12 (See figs. 1, 3-4 and col. 2 lines 
12-30, col. 2 line 60 to col. 3 line 46, col. 4 line 13 to col. 5 line 66). However, 
Gancarcik does not explicitly mention that the Bluetooth link has been manually 
established via the user interface (at least a prescribed key being pressed for 
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transmitting a Bluetooth ID necessary to establish the link). Since the technique 
of establishing Bluetooth link manually via user interface (display and keypad) 
wherein at least a prescribed key being pressed for transmitting an Bluetooth ID 
necessary to establish the link, is known in the art as taught by Hulvey (See fig. 
1 1 and page 5 [0065-0066]); therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching 
of Hulvey in configuring the communication apparatus disclosed by Gancarcik by 
setting the Bluetooth link manually via user interface for the advantage of giving 
the user a higher degree of freedom in dictating when to establish a 
communication link in order to conserve power. 

2. Claims 3-5 and 7-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Gancarcik et al. (7,085,591 ) in view of Hulvey 

(2003/0197488) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 

Larsson (6,697,638) or Plasson (6,795,688). 

Regarding claims 3-4 and 11, Gancarcik & Hulvey disclose as cited in 
claims 1-2. However, they do not mention that the wired phone comprises a pre- 
authorized Bluetooth address list created/updated manually by a user via user 
interface. Since the technique of creating/updating a pre-authorized Bluetooth 
address list via user interface for used in a Bluetooth device is known in the art 
as taught by Larsson (See col. 6 lines 41-64) or Plasson (col. 14 lines 8-17, lines 
46-59); therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Larsson or Plasson in 
configuring the wired phone as disclosed by Gancarcik & Hulvey with capability 
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of creating/updating manually via user interface a pre-authorized Bluetooth 
address list for the advantage of preventing unauthorized and/or unnecessary 
Bluetooth communications and/or access. 

Regarding claim 5, Gancarcik & Hulvey disclose as cited in claim 3. 
However, they do not mention that the wired phone comprises a standby state 
display for indicating a communication standby state when the Bluetooth wireless 
terminal gains access to the wired phone and a line-busy state display for 
indicating that the Bluetooth wireless terminal is receiving a communication 
service using the wired phone. Since wired phones (i.e. desk phone) having 
standby and line-busy indicators (or displays) for visually conveying call status to 
users is well known in the art; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to configure the wired 
phone with such displays for the advantage of visually conveying call status to 
the users to prevent unnecessary dialing when the phone is busy. 

Claims 7-10 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 3-5, 
as method. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 02/14/2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

The applicant argued that Gancarcik fails to discloses or suggest 
transmitting a communication request signal to a wired phone via the Bluetooth 
module upon receiving and neither Hulvey nor the other portions of Gancarcik 
cures the defect (See Remark, page 7 first paragraph). The examiner 
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respectfully disagrees with the applicant. In this instant case, Gancarcik 
discloses a communication apparatus using Bluetooth wireless communication 
(See fig. 1) comprising: a Bluetooth wireless terminal 14 having a user interface 
(display and keypad), a first Bluetooth module, and a controller for transmitting a 
wired communication request signal (request for wired communication service) 
which includes a user-entered phone number to a wired phone 12 via the first 
Bluetooth module on an established Bluetooth link (See figs. 1, 3-4 and col. 2 
lines 12-30, col. 2 line 60 to col. 3 line 46, col. 4 line 13 to col. 5 line 66). Since 
the technique of establishing Bluetooth link manually via user interface 
(display and keypad) wherein at least a prescribed key being pressed for 
transmitting an Bluetooth ID necessary to establish the link, is known in the art as 
taught by Hulvey (See fig. 1 1 and page 5 [0065-0066]); therefore, the 
combination of Gancarcik and Hulvey would arrive to the claimed subject matters 
recited in claim 1 . 

The applicant argued that neither Gancarcik nor Hulvey, either alone or in 
combination, disclose or suggest limitations recited in claim 7 (See Remark, page 
7 second paragraph). The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant. In 
this instant case, Gancarcik & Hulvey suggest the Bluetooth wireless terminal 
communicating with the wired network via the wired phone (See above rejection 
for details). However, they do not mention that the wired phone comprises a pre- 
authorized Bluetooth address list created/updated manually by a user via user 
interface. Since the technique of creating/updating a pre-authorized Bluetooth 
address list via user interface for used in a Bluetooth device is known in the art 
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as taught by Larsson (See col. 6 lines 41-64) or Plasson (col. 14 lines 8-17, lines 
46-59); therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Larsson or Plasson in 
configuring the wired phone as disclosed by Gancarcik & Hulvey with capability 
of creating/updating manually via user interface a pre-authorized Bluetooth 
address list for the advantage of preventing unauthorized and/or unnecessary 
Bluetooth communications and/or access. Gancarcik & Hulvey, in combination 
with Larsson or Plasson, would arrive to the claimed subject matters of claim 7. 
For these reasons, the rejections are proper and maintained. 
Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to TUAN A. TRAN whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-7858. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 10:00AM- 
6:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Matthew Anderson can be reached on (571) 272-4177. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Tuan A Irani 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



